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Bearing on this, in about September 1976, during an evidentiary hearing in C.A.75-1 996, 
I provided alist of these requests with which there had been no compliance. After 
Government counsel were informed of this there still was no compliance. In fact, even 
the knowledge of the existence of this list was withheld from the Office of the 
deputy Attorney General, which is responsible for FOIA appeals. It did not have a copy 
until I provided it earlier this year 0 



Civil Division rebuffs# my efforts to avoid needless litigation - and this relating to 
requests a decade old. As a result I have been fiorced to file some of those cases, ^t 
is my experience, and it is long and consistent experience, that there is no compliance 

until after a case is filed. Then there is stonewalling and other determined effort 

, * * 

t5._avoid^compliance . 

2 I. In this I recall no one of my cases in which there has not been serious mis- 
representation t8 the courts, 

INSERT ON 4 as 21, What I have found in the records ■xdeTSd.xts this C 0 urt ordered to be 

given to me ini its order in C, A. 77-21 55 is that the G 0 verbment did not comply with 

discovery in C.A.75-226, Records provided because of the Order of this Court include 

essential infoimation relating to the tests the results of which are sought in 

C.A.75-226, x t is, in fact a Byzantine matter in which the FBI knew that the mark made 

by a "missed" shot in the JFK assassination no longer existed on the curbstone struck 

this 

by that shot, ^nowingnof alteration, the disappearance of the sear left on the 
curbstone by this missed shot, the FBI nonetheless dug up that curbstone - about nine 
months later - and went through the charade of performing spectrographic analysis on it, 
J?4. These misrepresentations are by affidavit and by the representations o f Govern- 
ment counsel, 



£5. I dr> nr>t mnn TV — n HlTlglH FB I h ftfi davi t. in any nf my caaea thAt WAH nnt eithe r 
f al se ly sworn ur by an SA' wluj did no l pex ’ Honal l y ^ makt r the s earch. It is common FBI practise 
for an SA who did not make ^the^sear^^to^jevided'^the^^ff davit instead of the SA who 
had made the search, - ‘'‘his'extends to the SA analysts who examine and provide the records. 
The most recent case of this was inmy C. A. 75-1 996 on_J$ay-24i - 797S7 On that coas occasion, 
which is the first I recall-dsr'which those of first — erson knowledge were not in the 
courtroom,' another SA, who only two w ["executed a false affidavit. 




appeared-roi the Government, 

26 . These a nd o imilni' pmc Llije5 ~c t naracterlze Mr. Lenar ' s -C^A. 77-069 2 . 

27. I_am familiar withC.A. 77-Q6Q2 because it i s an outgrowth of my C.A. 75-1996. 



